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COMMUNICATIONS. 





FOR THE MAGAZINE. 
wee 
TO REV. MOSES STUART, 

“Drar Sin,—The next passage to which I solicet your 
attention and in which ta panta is found, is 1 Cor. xv. 
24—29—* Then cometh the end, when he shall have 
delivered up the kingdom to God, even the father ; when 
he shall have put down all rule and all authority and 
For be must reign, till he hath put all enemies 
under his feet. ‘Ihe last enemy that shall be destroyed 
ie death. For be hath put all things under his feet.— 
Put when he saith, all things are put under him, it is 
ranilest that he is excepted which did put all things 
{ta punta the universe) underhim, And when all things 
(ta panta the universe) shall be subdued unto him, then 
eliajl the Son also himself be subject unto him, that 
(ta peuta the universe) under him that 
This passage demands partic- 


power. 


did put ell things 
God may be ali in all,” 
alar attention | hope I shall be excused in being some- 
what minute in my examination of it. 

Let it then be observed, Sir, that ** ta panta,” which 
von say means ‘* the universe,” occurs thice times. ‘To 
von it is soperfluous to add, that, it also occurs several 
tunes in a form equivalent tota panta. Let us go over 
the things mentioned in this passage. 

‘* Then cometh the end.? ‘lhe question 


It is endl, 
naturally ocenrs here,—The end of what? [| presume 
1 is gene rally allowed to be the end of Christ's reign. 
lf the question is asked,—His reign over what?) The 
answer from the passage plainly is, his reign over th 
hingdom which he is to deliver up to God even the fa- 

Bet let us ask again,—When shall the end come: 

Che paseage answers; ‘* When he shall have delivered 
up the kingdom to God even the father.”? But Tet us 
eck again.--\What is to be accomp!'shed by Christ be- 
; ihe king- 


ther. 


fore this end comes? The passage uiiswers 
tom shall not be delivered up, and the end come, un- 
Gi **he shall have put down ail rule, and all authority 
end power, for he must reign, till he hath put all ene- 
And of these enemies the last to 
But the apostle proceeds, 
It is nec- 


mies under his feet.” 
be destroyed ‘‘is death.” 
‘for he hath put all things under his feet.” 
essary to notice here what the same apostle says, Heb. 
ji. 8, 9, ** But now we see not yet all things (ta panta 
the universe) put under bim; but we see Jesus who 
was mage alittle lower (for a little time lower) than the 
angels, crowned with glory and honour,” &c. Compare 

hilip. ii. 9,10, 11. It is true even in our day that 
we sce not yet all things put under Christ, that is, ac- 
tually subdued to him, yet we know that he is exalted 
for this purpose, and the apostle assures us, that—‘* he 
must reign til] he hath put all enemies under his feet.” 
Ta panta, the universe was put under him by the father 
to be subdued, and when this is fully accomplished, 
then shall the son also himself be subject unto him that 
put all things under him that God may be all in all.” 
But there are some things in the passage which demand 
a distinct and more enlarged consideration. 

Ist. The extent of the subjection to Christ contained 
in it. This point appears to be settled by yourself.— 
You expressly and repeatedly inform us, that ta panta 
which occurs three times, means fhe universe. Now. 
dear sir, can words more emphatically declare than is 
done in this passage, that the universe shall be subdue 
to Christ? Could you have produced such a plain and 





emphatic passage to prove Christ the creator of the uni- 


verse, what would you say of the man who would re- | this point with care and impartiality, and shall lay be- 


sist such evidence? Is there a single text produced by 
you so plain as this is, that Christ created the universe? 
Will you then say that ta panta means the whole uni- 


verse when Christ is said to create it, but that it means | 


only a part of the universe when he is said to subdue it? 
If ta panta does not mean a part but the whole of the 
universe when Christ is said to be its creator, by what 
fair rule of interpretation can you shew, that it does 
mean only a part of this oniverse when he is said to be 
its subduer? If once this arbitrary mode of explaining 
the language of scripture is admitted, what is it we may 
not prove from the bible. But my dear sir, | impute no 
such thing to you, I simply request you to state how 
you deliver yourself out of the above difficulty. So 
long as you maintain, that, ta panta means the whole 
universe when Christ is said to create it, so long you must 
expect the Universalists to maintain, that it means the 
whole universe when he is said to subdue it. But if! 
am not greatly mistaken, we are not left to decide this 
point by the mere use of the phrase ta panta in this pas- 
sage. The extent of the subjection to Christ, of which 
this passage speaks, is decided in it by a way which 
leaves little room for debate. You know, when excep- 
tions are made to a general] subject, all not excepted 
are allowed to be included. Observe then, that there is 
one, and only one exception made by the apostle in the 
passage about ta panta the universe, being subdued to 
Christ. This is God himself. He says, ‘* But when he 
saith, all things (ta panta the universe) are put under 
him, it is manifest that he is excepted which did put all 
things under him.’’? Can you prove that there are oth- 
er exceptions? Can you refer us to other texts in which 
some more exceptions are made? Be pleased to say in 
what other part of the bible they are to be found. But 
as if even this was not enough the apostle says, that 
Christ is, to ** put down al] Tule and ail authority and 
power’—-Yea, that “he must reign, till he bath put 
all enemies under his feet;”? and that “ the last enemy 
that shall be destroyed is death.’ Besides, to shew the 
ultimate and complete nature of this subjection, the a- 
postle says, ** And when al] things (ta panta the uni- 
verse) shall be subdued unto him, then shall the son al- 
so himself be subject unto bim that put all things under 
him, that God may be all in all.” Will you be kind 
enough to shew, what, after all this is done, yet remains 
in the universe to be subdued. How shall all things or 
the universe be subdued unto Christ and yet a great 
part of it still remain in rebellion? And how shall God 
be all in all if this be the truth? | How is it, that the 
last enemy which is to be destroyed is death, and yet 
millions of the human race are to remain forever under 
the power of the second death? Do, my dear sir, ex- 
plain how the universe isto be subdeed and put under 
Christ’s feet and yet by many it is believed that the 
greater half of the children of men are to remain in re- 
bellion and misery to the endless ages of eternity. I am 
aware, Sir, that what ] have said about the ext>nt of this 
subjection may perhaps be admitted, yet you may dis- 
pute with the Universalists about the kind. I shall 
therefore, 

2d. Attempt a consideration of the nature of the sub- 
jection mentioned in the passage. The important ques- 
tion at issue here is, are we to understand this subj: c- 
tion a forced or a welling subjection? Is it constrained 
by force or fear, or is it the effect of love? Does it 
consist in the universe being subdued, yet rebels still at 
heart, or does it consist in all being made loving and o- 
bedient subjects? I have used some pains to examine 





fore you the result of my investigations, 

ist. Then I attempted to understand the subjection 
mentioned, a constrained subjection, but could find no- 
thing in the meaning of the original word, or circum- 
stances mentioned, nor in the scope of the writer to 
support this view. If any thing of this nature is con- 
tained in the passage it has escaped my observation.— 
2d. I next attempted to understand the subjection, as 
partly constrained and partly of love, knowing that 
Christ is at least to have some loving and obedient sub- 
jects. I found this view would not suit any better than 
the former. I could find nothing to justify it, but much 
to condemn it as shall presently appear. The subjec 
tion I saw, must be understood either as universally con- 
strained, or universally ofiove. To support the Jaticr 
of these views the following things have occured to me. 
Ist. It is the subjection of (ta panta the universe), and 
this subjection is spoken of throughout the whole pase 
sage as of the same nature or hind. It is the universe 
which is to be subdued, and no distinction is made about 
different kinds of subjection. No hint is given that 
some shall be subdued by force, and others be subducd 
by love. The universe is put under Christ to be sub- 
dued and all are spoken of as partakers of the sane 
kind of subjection. If the subjection is constrained, it 
must be so to all, and if we understand it of love it must 
be so toall. That this subjection is a willing subjec- 
tion or of love may be inferred, 2d. From the same ori- 
ginal word expressing the cubjection of the universe to 
Christ, and Christ's subjection to the Father. No man 
for a moment hesitates to admit, when it is said, ** then 
shall the son also be subject unto him that put all 
things under him,” that this subjection ie voluntary and 
of love. For what good reason then ought we to un- 
derstand it otherwise, when the very same word ex- 
presses the subjection of the universe to Christ? Con- 
sistency and candour require, that we understand the 
subjection in both either to be constrained, or in both 
voluntary, for the apostle considered the same word u 
correct expression for both. But this seems to be con- 
firmed by attending, 3d. To the meshing and scripture 
usage of the original word. As to its meaning, Park- 
hurst says, it signifies “‘ to set or place under, to subject, 
subdue.—1 Cor. xv, 27. Ephes. i, 22. Philip. iii. 21. 
Heb. ii. 5-8. Upotassomai passue or middle with a da- 
tive following to be subject or in subjection to. The 
word, says Leigh, in Rom. xiii. 1, signifieth an orderly 
subjection, and Wetstein on Luke ii. 51, shews that the 
Greek writers sometimes apply it to a voluntary sub- 
mission.” 

As to scripture usage of the word, after examining al] 
the places where it is found, the fact is, in few or none 
of the places where it occurs, can it be supposed that a 
constrained subjection is meant. The following are alj 
the places in which upotasso and the derivative upotage 
are found. J shall in the briefest manner notice them. 
The word then is used to express the subjection of Christ 
to the Father.--1 Cor. xv. 28. ‘The subjection of (ta 
panta) the universe to Christ, 1 Cor. xv. 24—27. Heb. 
ii. 8. Philip. iii. 21. 1 Peter iii. 22; to the want of 
subjection in the carnal mind to God’s law, Rom. viii, 7. 
and to God's righteousness, Rom. x. 3. It is applied to 
express the subjection of christians in various ways. 
Their subjection to God, James iv. 7; to Christ, Eph. 
v. 24; to his gospe!, 2C r, ix. 13; to civil rulers, Rom. 
xiii. 1-5; Titus tii. 1; | Peter ii. 13; the subjection of 
wives to their husbands, 1 Peter iii. 1-6; Col. iii, 18; 
Eph. v. 22; Titugii. 5; 1 Cor. xiv. 34; Eph. vy. 24; 
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1 Tim. ii. 11; the subjection of children to their par- 
ents. Heb. xii. 9; 1 Tim. iii. 4; Luke ii. 51; of youth 
to the aged, 1 Peter v. 5; of servants to their masters, 
1 Peter ii. 18; christians are exhorted to submit them- 
selves to such as are eminent in the church for benevo- 
lence and labours, 1 Cor. xvi. 16; yea all of them are 
exhorted to be subject one to another, Eph. v. 21; 1 
Peter v. 5. The apostle did not give place by subjec- 
{ion for an hour to false brethren, Gal. ii. 5. He de- 
nies that the world to come or age was put in subjec- 


tion to angels, Heb, ii. 5; and says that the spirits of 


the prophets were subject to the prophets, 1 Cor. xiv. 
22. Now, my dear sir, let any one turn to all these 
texts, and upon examination he will find, that the usage 
of this word is not a constrained but a willing subjec- 
tion. The two following, and the only remaining texts 
in which this word is found, are all in which I should 
think any one could find any thing like an exception 
io the above statement. In Rom. viii 20, it is said, 
«* The creature was made subject to vanity not willing- 
jy.” As I think you will not deem this an exception, 
i pass it with a slight remark. Let any one produce a 
text like this, saying, ‘ The universe was made subject 
io Christ not willingly but by reason of him who hath 


ohjected it,’ and | bow before it with reverence. The | 


only other text is Luke x. 17, 20, ‘‘Even the devils 


subject unto us through thy name,” and ‘* Rejoice | 


not that the spirits are subject unto you.”? Admitting, 
that the subjection of the demons here mentioned, was 
constrained, yet what is this one instance in opposition 
io all the above texts to the contrary, in settling the 
scripture usage of this word. By whomsoever this 
sight be urgee, it could not consistently be done by 
you, for you have said that the worship mentioned in 
Philip. ii. 9, 10, and Rey. v. 13, is spiritual and divine, 
and as we have seen the universe are the worshippers. 
Surely you never meant that this spiritual and divine 
worship which the universe is to render to Christ was 
constrained. 

‘That this subjection to Christ, is a cordial willing 
subjection, I think’may fairly be inferred from your own 
statements. I refer you to the parts of your letters on 
which | remarked in my former letters, and in the pre- 
ceding letter. I now introduce as additional evidence 
of this, the following passage from your letters, which 
though it has been noticed before onght to be more par- 
ticularly brought into view, In your comments on Col. 
i, 15—17, you thus write; ** Because in verse 0th, 
Christ is said to reconcile (katallaxai) all things unto 
himself,”? and these are said to be “ things in heaven & 
things on earth; and afterwards, he is represented as 
breaking down the wall of partition between Jews and 
Gentiles; some ingenious commentators have suppos- 
ad, that ** things in heavcn and things on earth,” mean 
Jews ant Geniiics. flow very unnatural this explana- 
tion is no one can help feeling, who reads the passage 
in an unbjassed manner. In what tolerable sense, can 
ihe Jews and Gentiles be called things visible and in- 
visible? Or Low shall we explain the phrase, * things 
jn heaven avd things on carth,” as applied to them ?— 
By “ reconciling things in heaven and things on earth,” 
zeems evidently to be meant, bringing into union, un- 
der one great head, i. e. Christ, by a new and special 
bond of intercommunication, both angels and men. In 
jike manner, the two great parties on earth, Jews and 
Gentiles, are united togéther. But why Christ should 
be called, ** the image of the invisible God,” and the 
“head (prototokes) of all creafion,” because he is 
merely the instrument of bringing Jews and Gentiles to- 
gether, is not apparent to me.” In addition to the re- 
marks made ona part of this passage, quoted in the 
preceding letter, { shall only subjoin a remark or two, 
shewing, that this paragraph goes to prove, that the 
subjection mentioned in the passage under considera- 
tion, is a yoluntary and cordial submission. Letit then 

be observed, what I think will not be disputed, that 
the word reconcile in Col j. and the word subdue in 1 
Cor. xy. refer to, and for substance express the same 








| thing accomplished by Christ. In the first he is said to 
‘reconcile (katallaxai) all things (ta panta) the uni- 
verse unto himself.” In the other, to ‘subdue all 
things (ta panta) the universe to himself.” If then ac- 
cording to your own statement the universe is reconcil- 
ed or subdued, is not this reconciliation voluntary. Is 
it possible to conceive how * angels and men, Jews and 
Gentiles are all brought into union under one great 
head, i. e. Christ, by a new and special bond of inter- 
; communication.” And yet many of them never cor- 
pera! submit to him? Are multitudes of men in this 
universe, notwithstanding their being reconciled and 
‘subdued to Christ to continve forever rebels? And, 
‘although you contend, that the worship which this very 
‘universe is to pay him is spiritual and divine, are they 
'to perform it with rebellious bearts after they have been 
reconciled and subdued. I would gladly change my 





place of tuition for that of Andover, if | could learn, | 


that these things are either rational or scriptural. 
| Any additional remarks, which I have to make on 
‘the nature of this subjection to Christ, shall be intro- 


duced in some passages yet to be considered. 1! 


‘shall before dismissing this text spend a few words in 
| attempting 

Sdly. To ascertain as far as possible the time when 
this subjection to Christ shall be finally accomplished. 
The apostle not only speaks of it as certain, but he 
seems to me to hint in this and in some other places at 
In Fleb. ii. 8, the 
apostle says, ** Wesee not yet all things put under 
him.’? No, nor do we in our day see this, but this is 


the time of its final accomplishment. 


jection to Jesus was going on in the apostles’s day. !t 
is going on in ours, and will continue to do so until the 
period in the passage called ‘“*the end.” In the pas- 
sage the apostie seems to me to intimate that beiore 
the end, this shall be finally and fully accomplished.— 





Instead of any remarks of my own, | prefer quoting the 
following from Mr. Peirce. He says, commenting on 
Heb. ii 8; “It will perhaps, be here objected, that all 
things were put under Jesus at the resurrection, Matt. 
xxviii. Eph. i. 2%. Philip. ii.; how then could this au- 
thor say that we see nol yet all things put under Jesus. 
The auswer to this objection is not difficult. At our 
Saviour’s resurrection all things were given into his 
hands, and he was invested witha right to, and domin- 
ion over them all; but the actual subduing them, and 
the bringing them into subjection ander him, was to he 
a work of time, not to be completely fuished till the 
conclusion of his reign, and just before his delivering 
up the kingdom to God even the Father; as is manifest 
by comparing other places of scripture, where the same 
thing is spoken of. So when God raised him, and set 
him at his own right hand, he said to him, Psalm cx. 1, 
** Sit thou on my right hand until I make thine enemies 
thy footstool.” And therefore he must reign til! God 
hath put all things under his feet, 1 Cor. xv. 25. And 
when all things shall be subdued unto him, then shall 
ihe son also be subject unto him that put all things un- 
der him, that God may be all in all, 1 Cor. xv. 28, com- 
pare Ban. ii. 35, 44, 45. 

Submitting the above remarks on this passage for 
your consideration, I am, dear sir, your’s, &c. 


no proof that it shall never be accomplished. This sub-| 


j the ** Christian Watchnian” his most sincere t 











to means like these to build up their cause, the scrip- 
tures and reason fail of supporting them. However, we 
are not much surprised; for, as the old saying is, *; 
drowning man will catch ,at a straw.’ We firmly be- 
lieve that if the Editor oe Editors of the * Christian 
Watchman” could have found any thing in the bible 
to strengthen their weak cause, they would not at this 
time have given us Haynes’ sermon. 

But what has Mr. Haynes saia respecting Universa} 
S 


Salvation? He said that the devil is a Universal prea- 


cher. Has he given us any proof of this? 
except his ipse dixtt. 
is a devilish doctrine. 
this? None at all. 

It is impossible to argue against nothing; but in or- 
der to expose the absurdity of the idea advanced by 
Mr. Haynes, we will suppose fora moment that the 
devil is a Universal preacher, 


None at alj 

He also said Universal Salvation 

Has he given us any proof ot 
. 





It is indeed very irra- 
tional to allow that the devil should be the preacher of 
‘a doctrine which will nat only bring every creature 
We ask 

if it be good policy to say that the devil would preach: 
a doctrine that announces his complete destruction ?— 
But still we allow that what Mr. Haynes said is true— 
the devil is a preacher of Universal Salvation. 

The apostle informs us that ** God will have all men 
to be saved and come unto the knowledge of the truth;”? 
| the devil preaches that God’s will will be accomp!isl.- 
led. Our Saviour directed us to pray that God’e wil! 
| may be done; this is the way all christians pray; and 
| the devil preaches that God will answer their prayers 


‘ 
' 


‘from his dominion, but destroy himself too 





‘ 


| Jesus Christ said that he came to save the world; the 
devil preaches that he will doit. St. Paul informs ue 
that God was im Christ reconciling the world unto hinm- 
self; the devil preaches that he will do it. St, Pau! in- 
forms us that Jesus Christ gave himself a ransom for ai! 
to be testified in due time; the devil preaches that |< 
ransomed all, and that the ransonied of the Lord s}:1} 
return and come to Zion withsongs and everlasting joy 
upon their heads. Now it is very evident, if the devil 
preaches as they say he does, that he is a good preach- 
er; and we think that his satanic majesty would be un- 
gratefu] not to return Mr. Waynes and the editers of 


ct 
tiomks 
for this great favour which they have rendered to bin 
and his cause. 

1 really pity those who are driven to contend agsins?t 
the doctrine of God’s universal goodness on such) hia 
as this, or on any other; and | hesitate not to prognios- 
ticate that that doctrine which is assailed by nothir & 
but detraction and deceit will rise in superior glory o- 
ver every thing which depends upon such despicable 
means for support. I repeat the assertion, I firmly be- 
lieve that if the editors of the ** Christian Watchmen” 
could have brought any scripture to disprove the doc- 
trine of Universal Salvation, they would not have pub- 
lished Haynes’ sermon to cherish prejudice, blind the 
ignorant, deceive the simple and impose upon the cre- 
dulous. If the editors of the Christian Watchman had 
intended to favour the cause of truth, the friends of 
Universalism would have reasoa to-thank them for the 
support which they have given it, by exposing the 
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vee 
MAYNES’? SERMON, 

In the ** Christian Watchman” of last Saturday we 
find this Sermon agaia presented to the public. We 
cannot full¥ satisty ourselves as to the causes which Jed 
to a republication of it; for we cannot but wonder that 
the opposers of Universul Salvation, did not long ago, 
consign to oblivion a thing entirely destitute of any 
kind of sound argument or scriptural support ; and the 
reflection naturally arises, that when religionists resort 








weakness of their cause, theis inability to defend it, and 


‘ibe futility of the means with which they contend. 


But let me for-a moment be indulged while [ com. 


pare what the devil said to Eve with the @ostrine of 
| Universalism as recorded in the scriptures, 
said, ** Ye shall not surely die.” 


The devil 
Universalists preach 
that all shall be made alive in Christ. ] leave it to eye- 


ry candid mind to judge, if this does not presuppose a 
state of death ; and if so, if Universalism does not de- 
clare the serpent to be a lier. Does is follow as a ne- 
cessary consequence that because Universalista preech 
that *Sall flesh shall see the salvation of God,” they 
preach like the devil, who said they never would be 
in a state to need salvation? Does it follow as a nec- 
essary consequence, that because Universalists preech 





that Jesus Christ wiil save sinners, that work which he 








« 











came into the world to.do, they preach like the devil 
who said there never would be any sinners? Does it 
follow as a necessary consequence that because Uni- 
versalists preach the complete destruction of sin, they 
preach like the devil, who we there never would be 

Does it follow as a né@@ssary consequence that 
because Universalists preach the complete destruction 
of death, they preach as the devil did, who said that 
men should not surely die? No; therefore, the asser- 
tions the devil is an Universal preacher, and that Uni- 
versal preachers are devils, are unfounded in truth. 1 


any? 


neg pardon for the apparent roughness of this expres- 
rion, for I wish to be dictated by the spirit of the chris- 
(ian religion ; the remark however, derives its pungen- 
‘eration that professors are astonising- 
scriptures, or that they wilfully mis- 


? 


«y from the conak 
y ignorant of the 
vepresent the trut} 
What more glorious work can mortals be engaged in 
an preaching the infinite mercy of God, the downfall 


the devils kingdom, and the complete destruction of 
lim and i voerks: 

cetrine of the scriptures. 
of flesh and blood, he also him- 
elf took pert of thesame; that through death he might 


testroy him that had the power of death, that ts, the 


in thas doing they preach the 


és 7 


rorasmuch then as the 
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REV. DR. WARE, 

By the following, which we extract from a Pam- 
phlet, entitled, ‘* Letters addressed to Trinitarvians 
and Cailvinisis, occasioned by Dr. Woods? letters to U- 
nitarians.—By Henry Wark, D. D.—Hollis Profes- 
sor of Divinity in the University at Cambridge,” our 
readers will be happy to learn, not only, that the Rev. 
Dr. is in fact a Universalist, but that he thinks himself 
authorised to represent the great body of Unitarians us 
agrecing with him in the sentiment, that God adminis- 
ters punishment, not on principles of vindictive wrath, 
but as a fatherly chastisement for the reformation of the 
the subject. 

On the most careful investigation of the Dr’s. argu- 
ment, it must be acknowledged that his principle is no- 
thing different from the sentiments of Universulists, al- 
though he speaks in language which seems to indicate 
his belief in punishment in a future state of being ; tho” 
he simply uses the word future without showing wheth- 
er he meant a state beyond this mortal life, or not. And 
we would here observe, that we have formerly shown, 
that there is no difference in the principle contended 
for by those Universalists, who believe in a state of lim- 
ited punishment in a future state, and that maintained 





devil; and deliver them who, throngh fear of death, 

were al} their life time subject to bondage.”—Heb. i. 

ti, 15. ** For this purpose the son of God was. mani- 

fested that Le might destroy the works of the devil.” 
, 


bn iii, O. Io preaching thus they also follow the 
examples of our Saviour. But then if we do so, we are 
The pbar- 


Hed devils So was our blessed Saviour. 


i es 

ent devils but by Beelzebub, the prince of the devil+.” 

Jesus Christ said, “If they have persecuted me, they 
‘we. «% 


nersecute you, and if they have called tl: 
master of the house Beelzebub, how much more sha 


Wt 
il 


they call those of his househol.”? The pharisees acctis- 


ei Jesus of being possessed of the agency of the prince 
of devils, and Mr. Tleynes says the same of Universal 
preachers. Mr. Uaynes saw fit to wholesale slander ; 


the ** Christian Watchman” is used as a mediuin te re- 


Yhe editors of the 


le, 


i wil say no more at present. 
‘Cbristian Watchman”? must, we think, be sensi 
that a the devil preach Universal Sulvati8n, be ouly 


rreaches t*y 


-~ 


ie work Jesus came to do, the consummation of the 
prediction that “every creature which is in heaven, 
ind on the earth, and under the earth, and such as are 
in ihe sea, and all that are in them, beard [ saying, 
Blessing, and honour, and glory, and power, be unto 
iim that sitteth upon the throne, and the Lamb forever 
and ever.”? Let fanatics say what they will, they can- 
not overthrow the truth; let superstition rage, twill 
rage in vain. Every friend of God must be comforted 
by the assurance that the kingdoms of this world, in- 
stead of becoming the kingdoms of the devil, will be- 
eome the kingdoms of our Lord and of his Christ, there- 


fore they will exalt the character of Jesus Christ, rather 








than the character of the DEVIL. W. 
FRIENDSHIP. 


True friends are the world to one another; and he 
that is a friend to himself, is also a friend to mankind. 
There is no relish in the possession of any thing with- 
out a partner. 


It is every man’s duty to make himself profitable to 
mankind ; if he can to many ; if not, to few; if net to 
either, to his neighbour; buat however, to himseli. 

-—D+o--~ 
ANECDOTE, 

One magistrate in the county of Middlesex, licensed 
fourteen hundred preachers ip the course of five years. 
Of thirty-six persons who obtained licenses at om: 
sion, six spetied ministers of the gospel in sir different 
ways, and seven signed their mark? One f ‘iow, who 
applied for a license, being asked if he cov!d read, re- 
plied, ‘* Mother reads, and [ *spounds and *sy lains.” 

[Wrstmu’s Lire. 


cid not hesitate to say, ** This fellow doth not cast | 


fuldlment of propheey, the performance of 


iby those who believe that sin and its punishment ar 
in the same state. Both belive that all punishment is 
designed for the good of the punished. In this all Uni- 
versalists agree, and we are now informed, from the 
highest authority, that our Unitarian brethren are of the 
| Fame sentiment. 

| Relative to the belief that the punishment of which 
we read in ihe scriptures, is to be inflicted in a future 
state of being, and on the principle of Dr. Ware’s argu 
ment, we Cesire to ask some questions, Ist. Is it believ- 
ed that men will continue to sin in a future state, so as 
to need correction in order to discipline them into right- 


eousness? 2d. If this be the case, does it not necessa- 
rily suppose that the future constitution of man will 

h appetites and passions, and be incident 
to such temptations as will naturally lead to acts of dis- 


partake of suc 
obedience? Sd. If this be allowed, then does it not 
follow, that notwithstanding chastisement may be in- 
flicted with success, and reformation be the favourable 
consequence, yet as the subject is still compassed about 
with infirmity, may there not happen a falling away in 
to sin which may require still farther chastisement? 4th. 
If it be argued, that beyond the discipline 6f the nex‘ 
state, the gracious author of our being will give us a 
constitution which will not be subject to infirmity, and 
that in this state no sin nor misery will ever come, does 
| not this argument set up a principle likethe one which 
is now maintained by those who believe that the next 
state will be free from sin and’ misery ?- Suppose, for 
the sake of explanation, one now says to another, your 
sentiment that there will be no future punishment tends 
| to take off restraint from the mind and induces to im- 
morality; if you would hold up the idea that there wili 
ibe a future, limited punishment’it would tend to deter 
people from vice; the other asks in reply, do you be- 
lieve that the future punishweat of whieh you speak 
will come to an end? Certainly replies theother. Then 








when we get into the future stete you will consent to 
hold to the doctrine of no future punishment; but w hy 
will it not be a licentious doctrine there as well as here ? 
If it be necessary in this state to hold to punishment in 
a future state in order to cause people to do well, why 
will it not be equally necessary in the néxt state to hold 





up punishment in a stil] future state in order to prevent 


wdunduce to virtue? 5th. In relation to the se- 


iwice 
V €« 


"| verity of punishment in a future state, in order to hum- 


ble the sinner, we ask, why it will be necessary to pen- 
ish a sinner amy wore severely in a future world to huw- 
ble and bring him to repeniance, than in this? It is 


believed that gullous of siuners have been brought to 


repentance in this world, have they been punished as 
severely for their sins as it is believed those will be, who 
are to be punished in a future world? If some friendly, 
enlightened christian would answer these queries, and 
make their subject plain, it would be acknowledged as 
a great favour; but until we have some light on these 
queries we shal] remain of the opinion, that ** The right- 
eous are recompensed in the earth; much more the 
wicked and the sinner.” 


EXTRACT, 

‘In the second place, we are to loolk for the effica 
cy of punishment and its moral influence in preventing 
sin or reclaiming men from if, not to the degree of its 
severity and duration only, but to its certainty, and the 
evidence brought home distinctly to the minds of men 
of its certainty. Now if yon endeavour to enhance the 
fear of punisliment, by representations of its severity or 
of its duration far disproportioned to what can be the 
apprehension of the demerit, to which it is to be appli- 
ed; if you carry it beyond the bounds of probability, 
that the threat will be executed ; if itbe such, that to a 
reflecting mind, it is impossible it should be executed 
by a just, and good, and merciful being, the Parent of 
the creation ; you weaken its effects as a motive, you 
lose in probability, and the firmness of faith, more than 
you gaia in the force of fear, You excite a vague and 
indstinct terror and dread ; Lut so mingled with ineredu- 
lity, arising from a natural and unconquerable sense of 
the essential kindness and benignity of the Author of 
nature, as toimpair, if not destroy its practical effects. 

The surest and highest, the purest and most perma 
nent influence will be that, which arises from such views 
of the future punishment awaiting the wicked, as arc 
consistent with the character of a Sovereign o1 the 
world, who has nothing vindictive in bis neture, who 
adjusts punishment to the degree of demerit, who iu- 
flicts it solely for the purpose of promoting holiness, and 
accomplishing the purposes of his mora] government, 
and only to the degree which these purposes requires 
and so long as they require if. 

From these considerations, IT am persnaded that the 
moral influence of the views of foture reward and ,un- 
ishment, maintained generally by Unitarians, is lar more 
certain, and powerful, and salutary, and purifying, thon 
that which is the result of the Orthodox views on this 
subject. Ardlam persuaded of this by another con- 
sideration still. Jt is this—The virtue that is produced 
by cheerful views, and by the contemplation of kin«- 
ness, benerolenre, & mercy in God, is of a more pure, 
cenerons and elevated kin«, than that which arises iroin 
cold, au-tere, and gloomy views, and the contemplation 
of severe, unrelenting, vindictive justice, and the exc- 

ution of eterna! wrath, 

Unitarians believe that the representations in scripture 

f the future punishment of the impenitent wicked are, 

‘or the purpose of impression, highly figurative ; but they 
velieve that the figures, like all others used by tlre sac- 
ced writers, are intended to mean something, something 
of vast moment ; that in degree and duration it will be 
such, as is calculated to produce the highest practical 
influence. Ineither respect we can have clear and dis- 
tinct conceptions only to acertain degree. All beyond 
that, therefore, can add nothing to the effect.” 


e Pp. 131—132. : 
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MARRIED, 

In this town, Lieut. John A. Webber, U.S Lt. Act. 
to Miss Sarah B. inkling. 

By Rev. Mr. Pierpont, Mr. Frederick Augustus Gay 
to Miss Serah Ann Elizabeth Bass. 

By the Rev. Mr. Ware, Doct. Gamalie] Bradford, of 
Cambridge, to Miss Sophia B. Rice, of Butlington, Vt. 
Mr. Thomas Dewherst to Miss Hannah B. Mowe. 


DIED, 

In this town, Miss Eliza Afigusta French, aged 13.-- 
Mr. Elijah Stedman, 41.— Mr. Robert Alcock, 65.— Mr. 
Braddock Loring, 60.—Mrs. Patty B, Ilayward.—-Mre. 
Hannah Brown, 72.—-Mr. Francis Cleaver, 62.— Henry 


Sidney, son of Mr, John Swett, 18 mwonths.—ir. Join 
Gibbens, 57. 
In Portland, Mr. Joun Cnatry, aged 51.. In his 


last illness, which was painful and lingering, be exbibit- 
ed daily evidence of christian patience, and ap cntire 
reconciliation to the will of God. His soul was inces- 
santly alive to a sense of divine subjects; end in the 
full and unwavering belief of the final salvation of all 
men, by the blood of the cross, he departed this life with 
demonstrations of christian triumph, looking for a bet- 





ter, that is, an heavenly couniry.—|Aneus. 
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POETS’ CORNER. 


FOR THE MAGAZINE. 
rane 
To the Editor of the Universalist Magazine, 
Rev. 31r,—If you think the following worthy of 
publication, by giving it a place in your Magazine you 
will much oblige A FRIEND. 


[We comply with the above request, taking the lib- 





erty, however, to observe that we are not of the opin-| 


ion, that the Poet has hit exactly what the Savioar 
meant in the parable; and yet the accommodation is 
not only ingenious, but allowable, as it treats of nothing 
but what is true. We think the Saviour had reference 
to the errors which would, after his time, be introduced 
into the church, when he spake of tares being sown a- 
mong the wheat; and by the wheat we think he rep- 
resented the doctrine which he preached. ] 
AN EXPOSITION 
@N THE PARABLE OF THE SOWER (THE TARES AND 
THE W4EAT.) 


Matt. xiii.— From the 24th to the 30th verse, inclusire. 


*T WAS on the rich banks of Euphrates’ stream, 
Schovah, omniscient, all-wise and supreme, 
First stationed Adam in Eden’s sweet bower, . 
With Eve, his companion, a delicate flower. 


He sow’d their young bosoms with seed in their youth, 

Of virtue, benevolence, wisdom, and truth ; 

And on the same ground where the choice wheat was 
sown, 

The tares by the tongue of the serpent were thrown. 


Tis plain to be seen, that the heart is the ground, 
Where truth and deception are both to be found ; 
These are the two seeds which the human heart bears, 
And all that is meant by the wheat and the tears. 


The servants of old, saw not in their day, 

How God his great goodness to man would display, 
They saw not the depth of that wonderful plan, 
Which wisdom bad drawn for the welfere of man. 


These servants saw tares (in the wheat) bearing fruit, 
Said let us go pull up each tare by the root ; 

But the mild voice of reason, replied no, forbear, 
Lest you in so doing, the wheat should impair. 


Let both grow together, “till ripe, in the field, 

‘That mau may partake of the fruits they both yield; 
That by their effects he may well ascertain 

That truth yields him pleasure, but falsehood gives pain. 


Man early imbibed false notions of God, 
Suppos’d him a tyrant and vengeance his rod, 
The band of tradition, ever since may begun, 
Has borne the delusion from father to son. 


The Father of mercy his bosom unfurl’d, 

Sent Christ to bare witness of him to the world, 
Invested with wisdom and virtue to prove, 

That God was eternal, unchangeable Love. 

His healing the sick, his raising the dead, 

His feeding the hungry with meat, drink and bread ; 
His casting out devils, restoring the blind, 

All prove bim, who sent him, a friend to mankind. 
The Jews disbelieving in him, they began 

To seek the sweet life of that innocent man, 
Condemn’d him unjustly to hang on the tree, 
And bear the keen anguish of death’s agony. 


The earth was convuls’d, her bowels distress’d, 

The heavens in mourning appear’d to be dress’d ; 
The stars, and pale Luna, and Sol’s rolling fame, 
All shrunk from beholding the death of the Lamb. 


The love that inspii’d him, while he was on earth, 
Was stronger, ten thousand times stronger than death; 
Love prompt him to Gnish the task that was given, 
Rais’d him from the dead to the mansions ef heaven. 


By this we discover that mankind shall have 
A lasting existence beyond the cold grave ; 
Remov'd from a sfate of corruption like this 


To dwell ie perfection’s soft bosom of bliss. 


UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


The first dispensation pass’d off, and the new 
Unfolded a scene of bright glory to view ; 

The banner, bright banner of truth was unfarl’d, 
The ensign of peace, and good news to the world. 
The harvest appears, lo the fields are all white, 
The reapers went forth in the first dawn of light, 
The reapers are those, whom God doth inspire 
|'To gather up falsehood and burn it with fire. 


| The spirit of truth is the sickle so keen, 





| The illuminous flame is the fre which we mean, 
'The temple of friendship and love is the place, 
For the mind, when refin’d, of the whole human race. 


— 
ODE TO SENSIBILITY. 
THE mind for vulgar pleasures form’d, 
May nature's better gifts despise ; 
The heart with Gner feelings warm’, 
Will ever nobler passions prize. 
For what can wealth or fame bestow, 
When friendship or affection’s fled ; 
What breast serenity can know, 
By every lawless impulse led ? 
Not all that Hope's fond influence brings, 
Nor all that leugth of life can lend, 
Unless from purity it springs, 
Can ever man’s condition mend. 
The sofien’d heart, the soul refin’d, 
Superior happiness may taste ; 
But those to ruder joys inclin’d, 
Have every tender thought eras’d, 


Still shall felicity’s fair train 
Deal bliss to Virtue’s self alone, 
But where the wilder passions reign, 
Nor bliss nor virtue can be known 


Oh! that for ever may be mine, 
Those joys that humanize the heart ; 
That wake at Pity’s plaintive shrine, 
And sympathy’s soft tear impart. 
Then shall the bosom learn to glow, 
With fond affection’s liberal flame, 
The heart that feels another’s woe, 
Let Sensibility proclaim. 
—_——_—_—_—_—_—->= -_—_ — 








FROM THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 
wee 


‘* Beloved, let us lore one another.”°—1 John iv. 7, 


The great design of the christian religion is to provide 
both for our present and future happiness, to make our 
passage throught life more easy and satisfactory, as well 
as the end of it perfect and glorious. For this purpose, 
it has been graciously contrived, that the practice of 
those rules, 2’ it prescribes, tends to promote our 
mutual peace interest. Thus, we are to express our 
love to our great creator, by charity and good will to 
our fellow creatures; the principal design of christiani- 
ty was to reconcile men to God, and to each other.— 


| ‘* Beloved, let us then Jove one another”—my purpore 


in the followiug sketch is, to show the obligations that 
lie upon all men to cultivate and improve this disposi- 
tion. 


| First, As to the obligation which lies upon all men, to 


improve this disposition, it arises in some measure from 
the constitution of our mgture and the condition of our 
being. We are so circumstanced in this life, that we 
cannot enjoy the comforts of it, without the assistance 
of each other. This makes society absolutely necessa- 
ry to our well being ; and the bond of all society is mu- 
tual love, charity and friendship. And, as we are oblig- 
ed to this by the law and condition of our being, and 
our situation in that state in which God has placed us 
here, so likewise we find naturally a strong disposition 
in our b 8, prompting us to do good, and, whenever 
proper occasions offer, stirring us up to acts of friend- 
ship and kindness, And did we not soffer this disposi- 
tion to be corrupted by the indulgence of irregular pas- 
sions and misguided by false prejudices, we could not 


‘| fail, universally to enjoy the happy effects of it. For, 


even in the present state of things, however we may 
complain of the degeneracy and corruption of the world, 
we still can discover in men a strong propensity to keep 
up @ general communicatio with each other, to in- 





crease their connections, and to enlarge their triendships 
by mutual good offices. Thus we are bound by the law 
of our being, and Jed by natural inclination, to promote 
the public good, and to love all men, even as ourselves ; 
and whenever misunderstanding or provocations may a. 
rise, to endeavour by gentleness to appease them, rather 
than exasperate by malice and revenge. All which nat- 
urally tends to make mankind as happy as this present 
imperfect state will allow them to be, and, to accomplis! 

this greatend, the principal thing requisite is, that men 
afford the ne comfort and assistance, and in all re 

spects act in (he same matuer to others, that they would 
think it just to demand in the like circumstances, that 
others, shou!) do to them ;—and this is al! that is meant 
by loving others as ourselves ;—whatever every man 
thinks reascnable in his own case, he is unquestionably 
bound to prac tise It ; &, when it becomes another one’: 
case, to expect the same from him. 

This rule is so elear and intelligible, that no man coe 
transgress i, without suffering severely from the re- 
proaches of his own conscience,which must always npon 
reflection, either applaud aud commend him, for having 
acted up to the great obligations of nature, or else « ) 
the other side severely reproach and condemn bLim, for 
having acted a contrary part.—From which it evident- 
ly appears, what the law of our nature, and the bent « 
our dispositions are, when not counteracted by meanness 
and depravity. But, besides the considerations already 
mentioned, we are further obliged to the practice of this 
duty, in imitation of our great creator. ** God is Jove.” 
says the aposile, who being infinitely happy in the en- 
joyment of bis own perfections, could not possibly have 
any other motive for creating «nd preserving us, but 
that infinite treasure of never failing goodness, which 
maketh his sun to shine on the evil, and on the good, 
and sendeth rain on the just afd unjust ; giving us from 
heaven fruitful seasons, and filling our harts with food 
and gladness. Now, as God himself contipvally de- 
lights in doing good, and seems to take paritcular pleas: 
ure in the attributes of goodness & mercy ; we may al-o 
be assured that it will give him pleasure fo see Uns pers 
fections imitated by his reasonable creatures; to sce 
tic practise mutual love and charity, and endeavour- 
ing to help each other to the attainment of these several! 
blessings, which are the effects of divine goodiess.— 





i) 


God must necessarily be pleased with these, who vse 
iheir utmost excrtions to promote the weifure and hap 
piness of their fellow-creatures, in imitation of that love, 
odness, and mercy, which extences itself universally 


-over all his works, and, for this reason it is, that he has 





furnished us with several powers and faculties, to enuble 
us to imitate him in the exercies of those excellent at- 
tribufes. Hehas endued us with reason and uncerstand- 
ing,thatwe wight be enabled to distinguish between good 


‘and evil, to choose the one and avoid the other. He 


has implanted in our minds, so much of the social aud 
tender spirit, that we are insensibly disposed to sy mpa- 
thize with all around us, and to share in the events that 
befal them, to rejoice with those that rejoice, and to 
weep with those that weep.—In short, there is no other 
method of expressing so acceptably, our love and grati- 
tude to him, whom we have not seen, as by loving and 
doing good to our brethren, whom we have seen. 


TO BE CONTINUED. 





FOR SALE AT THIS OFFICE, 
An ADDRESS, delivered at the Installation 


of the Officers of St. Paul’s Roya] Arch Chapter, Boston, 
Jan. 25, A. L. 5821.—By Companion Jonn Howe. 


A SERMON, delivered at the Dedication of 
the Universalist Meeting House in Roxbury, Jan. 4th, 
1821, by Hosea Banwov, of Boston,—Text, Malach 
iii. 10; ** Bring ye all the tithes into the store-house, 
that there may be meal in mine house, and prove me 
now herewith, sarth the Lord of hosts, of I will not 
open you the windows of heaven, and pour you oul a 
blessing, that there shall not be room enough to receire 


at.”? 


A SERMON, delivered at the Dedication of 
the new brick Meeting House in Milford, Jan. 10, 1825, 
by Hosea Ballou, of Boston---Text, Isaiah ii. 3. 


A SERMON, delivered before the Universal- 
ist Society in Stonghton, Mass. May 29.1820.—By Rev. 
JosaHvuA FLAGG, ministering at Scituate. 


The Trial; Calvin and Hopkins vs. the Bible 
and Common Sense.—Price 25 cents. 
= = : ——» 
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